47o	THE LAW OF MOVABLES
lex loci actu$^ or by the lex actus^ i.e. the law with which the
original transfer is most closely connected, or by the lex
domicilii of any of the possible contestants, the mind recoils
from the strange conclusions that might be reached by a court.
Maugham J. once said obiter: *I do not think that anybody can
doubt that with regard to the transfer of goods the law appli-
cable must be the law of the country where the movable is
situate.'1 It is submitted with respect that this rule, though
undoubtedly correct in general, is not without its exceptions.
The truth is that the search for the proper law to govern
questions arising out of the transfer of corporeal movables will
produce nothing but confusion and obscurity, unless certain
elementary distinctions are made. Before suggesting how this
should be done, it is proposed to consider the various theories
that have been advanced.
Four In choosing the proper law to govern the transfer of movable
mtema objects, arguments may be advanced in favour of the lex
domicilii, the lex situs^ the lex loci actus, or the proper law of the
transfer. It will be well to consider the relative merits of these
legal systems before attempting a final statement of the law.
(i) The&« Historically the starting-point is the maxim mobilia sequuntur
i personam, or, as it is stated in reference to debts, mobilia ossibus
inhaerent. 'Personal property', some English writers have said,
'has no locality.' The earlier Continental authorities, taking
their stand upon these maxims, affirmed with one accord that
rights over movables were governed by the law of the owner's
domicil.2 It was said that movables must be considered in law
to be situated in the domicil, for, since they might be moved
from place to place at will, it was a matter of chance where
they might happen to be at any given time. Dumoulin said that
an artificial situation must be ascribed to movables since they
had none that was fixed. Story justified the doctrine on the
ground of 'its simplicity, its convenience, and its enlarged
policy1,3 and concluded with the statement that it had been
'constantly maintained both in England and America, with
unbroken confidence and general unanimity'.4
Although sweeping statements to the same effect may be
ao longer
advocated x In re Anziam, [1930] I 0)1.407, 420. Seealso.2te#£ voorHandeltn Schtep-
vaart N.P. v. Slatford, [1953] i Q.B. 248, at p. 257, per Devlin J.t There is
little doubt that it is the lex situs which as a general rule governs the transfer of
movables when ejected contractually.*
4 Bar, p. 488, note i, where the authorities are collected; Story, s. 376.
3 S. 379.	4 s, 380.

